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REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 



The reaj party in interest in this appeal is tbe following party: International Business Machines 
Corporation. 
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RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 



With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly aflFect, or be directly affected by, or 
have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal, there are no such appeals or 
interferences. 
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STATUS OF CLAIMS 

A. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

Claims in the application are: 1-24 

B- STATUS OF ALL THE CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

1 . Claims canceled: NONE 

2. Claims withdrawn from consideration but not canceled: NONE 

3. Claims pending: 1-24 

4. Claims allowed: NONE 
5- Claims rejected: 1-24 

6. Claims objected to: NONE 

C CLAIMS ON APPEAL 
TliB claims on appeal are: 1-24 
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STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
No amendments were made after the Final Office Action dated April 20, 2005. 
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SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

A. CLAIM l^INDEPEPJDENT 

The subject matter of claim 1 is directed to a Tnethod in a data processing system (100, 200 and 
300) for selecting a Web page (505, 551-556, and 561-563), At least one user interest terra (531) 
is received (see Specification, page 13, lines 24-28 and page 16, lines 12-19). Associative terms 
(533) are identified that are associated with the at least one user interest term (see Specification^ 
page 14, lines 1-6 and page 1 7, lines 1 -6). The associative terms are weigjited in response to an 
identification of the associative terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on 
specified probabilities that the associative temis arc relative to the at least one user interest term 
(see Specification^ page 15, lines 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). Aplurality of Web pages are 
processed using the set of weighted associative terms to generate a plurality of cumulative ratings 
in which each Web page within the plurality of Web pages has a cumulative rating (see 
Specification, page 14, line 6 through page 1 5, hne 3 1 ; page 1 8, line 1 0 through page 20> line 5; 
and Figure 7). The cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web 
pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms (see Specification, page 15, lines 14-18 
and page 17, lines 4-11). The Web page is selected as a Web page having a selected cumulative 
rating greater than a threshold (see Specification^ page 15, line 32 through page 1 6, line 4 and 
page 19, line 17 through page 20, line 5). 

B. CLAIM 8 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 8 is directed to a method in a data processing system (tOO, 200 and 
300) for processing documents. Weights are assigned to a set of terms (sec Specification, page 
15, lines 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). The set of terms (533) is associated with at least one 
particular term of interest (531) (see Specification, page 14, lines 1-6 and page 1 7, lines 1-6). 
Each term within the set of terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terras 
based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular term 
of interest (see Specification, page 15, lines 14-18 and page 17, lines 4-11). A document is 
selected from a group of documents using the weighted set of terms (see Specification^ page 15, 
line 32 through page 16, line 4 and page 1 9, line 17 through page 20, line 5). 
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C. CLAIM 1 1 - INDEPENDEIVT 

The subject matter of claim 1 1 is directed to a data processing system (100, 200 and 300) 
coraprising a bus system, a communications unit, a TTiemory including a set of instmctions, and a 
processing unit. The communication unit, the memory, and the processing unit are connected to 
the bus system. The processing unit executes the set of instructions to receive at least one user 
interest term (531) (see Specification, page 13, lines 24-28 and page 16, lines 12-19). The 
processing unit executes the set of instructions to identify associative terms (533) that are 
associated with the at least one user interest tenm (see Specification, page 14, lines 1-6 and page 
1 7, lines 1-6). The processing unit executes the set of instructions to weigh the associative terms 
in response to an identification of the associative terms to form a set of weighted associative 
terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are relative to the at least one 
user interest term ($ee Specification^ page 15, lines 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). The 
processing unit executes the set of instructions to process a plurality of Web pages (505, 551- 
556, and 561-563) using the set of weighted associative terms to generate a plurality of 
cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the plurality of Web pages has a cumulative 
rating (see Specification, page 14, line 6 through page 15, line 31; page 18, line 10 through page 
20, line 5; and Figure 7). The cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of 
Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms (see Specification^ page 15, lines 14- 
18 and page 17, lines 4-11). The processing unit executes the set of instructions to select the 
Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater than a threshold (see 
Specification, page 15, line 32 through page 16., line 4 and page 19, line 17 through page 20, line 
5). 

D. CLAIM 12 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 12 is directed to a data processing system (100, 200 and 300) 
comprising a bus system, a communications unit, a memory including a set of instructions, and a 
processing unit. The communication imit, the memory, and the processing unit are connected to 
the bus system. The processing unit executes the set of instructions to assign weights to a set of 
terms (see Specification, page 15, hnes 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). The set of terms (533) is 
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associated with at least one particular term of interest (531) (see Specification, page 14, lines 1-6 
and page 17, lines 1-6). Each temi within the set of terms is associated with a weight to form a 
weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is relative to the at 
least one particular term of interest (see Specification, page 15, lines 14-18 and page 17, lines 4- 
1 1). The processing unit executes the set of instructions to select a document from a group of 
documents using the weighted set of terms (see Specification, page 1 5, line 32 through page 1 6, 
line 4 and page 1 9, line 17 through page 20, line 5). 

E. CLAIM 13 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 13 is directed to a data processing system (100, 200 and 300) for 
selecting a Web page (505, 551-556, and 561-563). The data processing system provides a 
means for receiving at least one user interest term (531) (see Specification, page 1 3, Unes 24-28 
and page 1 6, tines 12-19). The data processing system provides a means for identifying 
associative terms (533) that arc associated with the at least one user interest term (see 
Specification, page 14, Unes 1-6 and page 17, lines 1 -6). The data processing system provides a 
means for weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms 
to fonm a set of weighted associative terras based on specified probabilities that the associative 
terms are relative to the at least one user interest term (see Specification^ page 15, lines 1-18 and 
page 1 7, lines 6-10), The data processing system provides a means for prx)cessing a plurality of 
Web pages using the set of weighted associative terms to generate a plurality of cumulative 
ratings in which each Web page within the plurality of Web pages has a cumulative rating (see 
Specification, page 14, line 6 through page 15, line 31; page 1 8, line 10 thn^ugh page 20, line 5; 
and Figure 7). The cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web 
pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms (see Specification, page 15, lines 14-18 
and page 17, lines 4-1 1). The data processing system provides a means for selecting the Web 
page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater than a threshold (see 
Specification, page 15, line 32 through page 16, line 4 and page 19, line 17 through page 20, line 
5). 
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F. CLAIM 20 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 20 is directed to a data processing system (100, 200 and 300) for 
processing documents. The data processing system provides a means for assigning weights are 
assigned to a set of terms (sec Specification, page 15, lines 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). The set 
of terms (533) is associated with at least one particular term of interest (531) (see Specification, 
page 1 4, l in es 1-6 and page 17, lines 1-6). Each term within the set of terms is associated with a 
weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is 
relative to the at least one particular term of interest (see Specification, page 15, lines 14-18 and 
page 1 7, lines 4-11). The data processing system provides a means for selecting a document 
fhjm a group of documents using the weighted set of terms (see Specification, page 15, line 32 
through page 1 6, .line 4 and page 1 9, line 17 through page 20, line 5). 

G. CLAIM 23 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 23 is directed to a computer program product in a computer readable 
medium for selecting a Web page (505, 551-556, and 561-563). The computer program product 
provides instructions for receiving at least one user interest term (531) (see Specification, page 
13, lines 24-28 and page 16, lines 12-19). The computer program product provides instructions 
for identifying associative terms (533) that are associated with the at least one user interest term 
(see Specification, page 14, lines 1-6 and page 17. Unes 1-6). The computer program product 
provides instructions for wei^ting the associative tenns in response to an identification of the 
associative terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that 
the associative terms are relative to the at least one user interest term (see Specification, page 15, 
lines 1-18 and page 17, lines 6-10). The computer program product provides instructions for 
processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted associative terms to generate a 
plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the plurality of Web pages has a 
cumulative rating (see Specification, page 14, line 6 through page 15, line 31; page 18, line 10 
through page 20, line 5; and Figure 7). The cumulative rating for a particular Web page within 
the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms (see Specification, 
page 1 5, lines 1 4-1 8 and page 1 7, lines 4-U). The computer program product provides 
instructions for selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater 
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than a threshold (see Specification, page 15, line 32 through page 16, line 4 and page 1 9, line 17 
through page 20, line 5). 

H. CLAIM 24 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 24 is directed to a computer program product iu a computer readable 
medium for processing documents. The computer program product provides instructions for 
assigning weiglits are assigned to a set of terms (see Specification, page 15, lines 1-1 8 and page 
17, lines 6-10). The set of terms (533) is associated with at least one particular term of interest 
(531) (see Specification, page 14, lines 1-6 and page 17, lines 1-6). Each temi within the set of 
terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of temis based on specified probabiHties 
that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular term of interest (see Specification, 
page 1 5, lines 14-1 8 and page 1 7, lines 4-11). The computer program product provides 
instructions for selecting a document from a group of documents using the weighted set of terms 
(see Specification, page 1 5, line 32 through page 16, line 4 and page 19, line 1 7 through page 20, 
line 5). 

L CLAIM 5 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 5, which depends from claim 1, is directed to a method wherein the 
cumulative rating of the particular Web page is 100 percent minus the probability that the 
particular Web page is irrelevant, and wherein the probability that the particular Web page is 
in-elevant is determined by multiplying differences between 1 00 percent and each of the set of 
weighted associative terais (see Specification, page 18, line 7 through page 19, line 16). 

J. CLAIM 7 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 7. which depends from claim 1, is directed to a method comprising 
identifying additional associative terms using parsing logic, wherein the additional associative 
terms are associated with at least one subject matter term gathered from a displayed Web page 
selected by a user (see Specification, page 13, line 29 through page 14. line 6). 
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IC CLAIM 10 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 10, which depends from claim 8, is directed to a method wherein the 
selecting step of claim 8 comprises generating a cumulative weight for each document within the 
group of documents, wherein the cumulative weight is 100 percent minus the probability that a 
particular document is irrelevant, and wherein the probability that a particular document is 
irrelevant is determined by multiplying differences between 100 percent and the weights for each 
term within the weighted set of terms (see Specification, page 18, line 7 through page 19, line 
1 6). Tlie cumulative weight for each document is compared with a threshold. The docimient is 
selected as a selected document having a weight cumulative weight greater than the threshold 
(see Specification, page 15, hne 32 through page 16, line 4 and page 19, line 17 through page 20, 
line 5). 

L. CLAIM 17 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 17, which depends from claim 13, is directed to a data processing 
system wherein the cumulative rating of the particular Web page is 100 percent minus the 
probability that the particular Web page is irrelevant, and wherein the probability that the 
particular Web page is irrelevant is detennincd by multiplying differences between 1 00 percent 
and each of the set of weighted associative terms (see Specification, page 18, line 7 through page 
19, line 16). 

CLAIM 19 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 19, which depends from claim 13, is directed to a data processing 
system that provides a means for identifying additional associative terms using parsing logic, 
wherein the additional associative terms are associated with at least one subject matter term 
gathered from a displayed Web page selected by a user (see Specification, page 13, line 29 
through page 14, line 6). 
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N. CLAIM 22 - DEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 22, which depends from claim 20, is directed to a data processing 
system wherein the selecting step of claim 20 comprises means for generating a cumulative 
weight for each document within the group of documents, wherein the cumulative weight is 100 
percent minus the probability that a particular document is irrelevant, and wherein the probability 
that a particular document is iixelevant is detennined by multiplying differences between 1 00 
percent and the weights for each term within the weighted set of terms (see Specification, page 
1 8, line 7 through page 19, line 16). The data processing system provides a means for comparing 
the cumulative weight for each document with a threshold and the data processing system 
provides a means for selecting the document as a selected document having a weight cumulative 
weight greater than the threshold (see Specification, page 15, line 32 through page 16, line 4 and 
page 19, line 17 through page 20, line 5). 
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^ROUNDS OF PF..Tff rTTON TQ BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Claims 5, 10, 17 and 22) 

The Final Office Action rejects claims 5. 10, 17 and 22 under 112, first paragraph, as failingto 
comply with the written descriptioTi requirement. 

B. GROUND OF RE.TECTION 2 (Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-16, 18-21 and 23-2) 

The Final Office Action rejects claims 1-4, 6-9, 1 1-16, 18-21 and 23-24 under 103(a) as being 
allegedly unpatentable over Law ct al. (US 6.754.873 Bl) in view of Pant ct al. (US 6,012,053) 
and further in view of Masters (US 2002/0198875 Al). 
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ARGUMENT 



A- GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Oaims 5, 1 0, 17, and 22) 

The Final Office Action rejects claims 5, 10, 17, and 22 under 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

A.I. Claims 5, 10» 17, and 22 

As to independent claims 5, 10, 17, and 22, the Final Office Action states: 

The claims(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification 
in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. There are new 
matters in claims. Evidence that claim 1 fail(s) to conrespond in scope with that which 
applicant(s) regard as the invention can be found in the reply filed 03/14/2005. In that 
paper, applicant has stated : 

cumulative rating of the particular Web page is 100 percent minus the 
probability that the particular Web page is irrelevant, and wherein the probabihty that the 
particular Web page i$ irrelevant is determined by multiplying differences between 100 
percent and each of the set of weighted associative terms, see claim 5 page 3-4, and claim 
1 0 pages 4-5, and claim 17 pages 6-7, and claim 22 pages 8; 

and these statements indicate that the invention is different from what is defined 
in the claim(s) because: In the specification filed on 07/26/2001 on page 18, line 10 
through page 18, line 15, Applicant provided example, such as a specially withed coin, in 
which the probability of heads event is 60 percent and described another example of the 
associative tenns ^'wine" and * Vintner" and ''Bordeaux", such as the statistical concepts 
are used in the generation of the P (cumulative) values. The probability of a candidate 
page being relative to the interests of the user in one minus the probability that it is 
irrelevant. Consider the previously mentioned 'Svine" example with its given P (aw) 
values. It may be stated that the relevance of a candidate page which does not contain the 
term "wine", but contains the associative terms "vintner^' and "TBordeaux" would be given 
the P (cumulative) value of [1-(1 -.95X1 -.6)] or 98 percent, these statically value do not 
indication means for formula concept as stated in the newly amended claims 5, 10» 17, 
and 22. New matter has been added to claims 5, 10, 17 and 22. Clarification and/or 
correction are required. 

Final Office Action dated April 20, 2005, pages 2-4. 

Claims 5, 10, 17 and 22 are described in the specification on page 18, line 10 through 
page 19, line 1 6. The specification states that "the calculation would be the complete set of 
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possibilities or 1 00 percent minus the probability of the event not occurring'^ on page 18, lines 
20-21 . Additionally, ''one minus the probability that a page is irrelevant" is mathematically 
equivalent to 1 00 percent minus the probability that a page is iirelevant" It would be obvi ous 
to a person of ordinary skill, in the art that "one" and "100 pen:enf ' are mathematically 
equivalent Appellants respectfliUy submit that the calculation described in claims 5, 10, 1 7, and 
22 i$ not new subject matter and is the same calculation shown in the cited examples. Thus, 
Appellants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection of claims 5, 10, 17, and 22 under 1 12, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. Further, 
Appellants respectfully submit that claims 5, 10, 17, and 22 contain allowable subject matter. 

GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-16, 18-21, and 23-24) 

The Final Office Action rejects claims 1-4, 6-9, 1 1-16, 18-21 and 23-24 imder 103(a) as 
being allegedly unpatentable over Uw ct aL (US 6,754,873 Bl) in view of Pant et al. (US 
6.01 2,053) and further in view of Masters (US 2002/0198875 Al). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 



B.L Claims 1-4, 6, 11, 13-16, 18, and 23 

As to independent claims 1, 1 1,1 3, and 23, the Final OfSce Action states: 

In regard to independent claim 1, ""processing a plurality of Web pages using the 
set of weighted associative terms to generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each 
Web page within the plurality of Web pages has a cumulative ratin^\ as taught by '873 at 
col. 7. lines 20-35 (i.e. . . The list of related web pages can be generated from the forward 
link set according to the score of the web pages. In other words, the score is an indicati on 
of the relatedness to the selected web page and the higher the score, the more related the 
web page is . , . The displayed list of related web pages can be a predetermined number of 
the most highly related web pages, web pages that have a score greater than a threshold or 
any other way of selecting a number of related web pages to display. . ,)\ 

"'and selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating 
greater than a threshold"', as taught by '873 at col 6, lines 10-30 (i.e. . . FIGS. 5 and 6 , . . 
the techniques arc used in conjunction to generate an accurate list of related web pages. The 
techniques can be combined by multiplying all the values for a given link in order to 
determine the final value for the link. As an example, the following table shows the scores 
that would be generated for each of the web pag^ of forward link set 218 utilizing this 
technique: Web Page Links Score , . . One or more of these techniques can also be combined 
with a measure of text-based similarity of the web pages. . 
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''wherein the cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of 
Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative temts'\ as taught by '873 at coL 5, 
line 64 through col, 6. line 25 (i.e. . , FIG. 6 shows a technique in which to reduce flie 
importance of the individual Unks from a web page with relatively many hnks. . FlGb. 5 
and 6 ... the techniques are used in conjunction to generate an accurate list of related web 
pages... 

Web Page Links Score 

213 + (>-75 

214 (y4)4-(/3*y2) 0.415 

215 (yd) + (/3*y2) 0,415 

216 ('/4)-^('/3*y2) 0.415... 

One or more of these techniques can also be combined with a measure of text-based 
similarity of web pages...). 

•873 does not explicitly teach, ^'receiving at least one user interest term , however 
as taught by *875 at page 1, paragraph [0007] (i.e. . . establishing a first search criterion 
associated with a keyword match between a keyword entry and the identified documents, 
establishing at least one additional search criterion based on a document attribute of the 
identified documents. . 

"Hdentifying associative terms, wherein associate terms are associated with the at 
least one user interest term"\ however as taught by *875 at page 1 , paragraph [0007] (i.e. . . 
establishing a first search criterion associated with a keyword match between a keyword 
entry and the identified documents, establishing at least one additional search criterion 
based on a document attribute of the identified documents. * 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary ski ll in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified '875 into *873 to provide away, wherein receiving at 
least one user interest term; then identifying associative terms, wherein associative tOTns are 
associated with the at least one user interest tenn; wherein weighting the associative terms 
in response to an identification of the associative terms to form a set of weighted associative 
terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are relative to the at least 
one user interest term. One of the ordinary skills in the art would have been motivated to 
perform such a modification to provide a word-based search criteria so that the search 
engines, which allowed users to enter words, phrases, and other search criteria so that the 
search engine can retrieve the hyperlinked documents that best match the user's search 
criteria with great flcxibib'ty, as taught by *873 at coL 1, lines 35-40 (i.e. . . Word-based 
search engines allow a user to enter words. . 

'873 and *875 do not explicitly teach, 'Nveighting the associative tcnns in response 
to an identification of the associative terms to fonn a set of weighted associative terms 
based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are relative to the at least one user 
interest term**, however as taught by *053 at col. 2, bnes 25-45 (. . . relevance for each of the 
items in the set of search results. . .). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified *053 into '873 and '875 to provide away, wherein 
identifying associative terms; weighting the associative terms in response to an 
identification of the associative terms to form a set of weighted associative terms. One of 
the ordinary skills in the ait would have been motivated to perform such a modification to 
provide a word-based search engines, which could allowed users to enter words, phrases. 
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and other scan^h criteria so that the search engine can retrieve the hyperlink^ documents 
that best match the user*s search criteria with great flexibility, as taught by 873 at col. 1 , 
lines 35-40 (i.e. . . Word-based search engines allow a user to enter words. - .)- — 

In regard to independent claim U, is directed to a system for peifbrming the 
method of claim 1 and is similarly rejected along the same rationale. ... ^ 

In regard to independent claim 13-16, and 18-19 consecutively, are directed to a 
system for performing the method of claims 1 -6 consecutively and are similarly rejected 

along the same rational e. • . . 

In regard to Independent claim 23-24, arc directed to a computer program product 
for performing the method of claims 1, 8 and arc similarly rejected along the same rationale. 

Final Office Action dated April 20, 2005, pages 4-7 and page 11, 

Claim U which is representative of the other rejected independent claims 1 1, 13, and 23 
with regard to similarly recited subject matter, reads as follows: 

1 . A method in a data processing system for selecting a Web page, the method 

comprising: 

receiving at least one user interest term; 

identifying associative terms, wherein the ass ociative terms are associated with 
the at least one user interest term ; 

weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative 
terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on spe cified probabilities that the 
associative terms are relative to the at least on e user interest term; 

processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted associative terms to 
generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the plurality of 
Web pages has a cumulative rating, wherein the cumulati ve rating for a particular Web 
page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of wei&bt ed associative terms; 
and 

selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater 
than a threshold, (emphasis added) 

Law, Pant, and Masters taken individually or in combination, do not teach or suggest 
'^identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are associated with at least one user 
interest term" and "weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the 
associative terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that 
the associative terms are relative to the at least one user interest term," as recited in claims 1,11, 
13, and 23. In addition, with respect to claims 1, 11, 13, and 23, the applied references fail to 
teach or suggest that 'the cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web 
pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms." 
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Law is directed to techniques for finding related hyperlinkcd documents using link-based 
analysis. Backlink and forwardlink sets are used to find web pages that are related to a selected 
web page- The scores for links from web pages that are ftom the same host and links from web 
pages with numerous links can be reduced to achi eve a better list of related web pages. Scoring 
is based on the number of links. As stated in the Final Office Action, Law does not teach 
identifying associative terms or weighting the associative teims in response to an identification of 
the associative terms to form a set of weighted associati ve terms. Thus, Law does not teach or 
suggest "identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are associated with at least 
one user intcr^t term" and '\veighting the associative terms in response to an identification of 
the associative terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities 
that the associative tcims are relative to the at least one user interest term," as recited in claims 1, 
1 1 , 1 3, and 23. Further, Law fails to teach that '^e cumulative rating for a particular Web page 
within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms," as recited in 
claims 1, 11, 13, and 23. InLaw, scoring is based on the number of links. Law does not teach 
identifying or weighting associative terms and therefore, Law docs not teach that the cumulative 
rating is based on the set of weighted associative terms. 

Pant is directed to a mechanism through which results from a search query are ranked 
according to user-specified relevance factors to allow the user to control how the search results 
are presented. The relevance factors are applied to the results achieved for each query. Each 
item returned by the search has a set of attributes. Examples of tiiese attributes are a date, 
location, or size of a document or whether a document contains a particular search term. Each 
attribute is assigned a weight according to a specified relevance factor. For example, a search 
term that appears in a title may be given a greater weight than the same search term in the normal 
body text. The weights are combined to provide a score for each item. Pant does not teach or 
suggest "identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are associated with at least 
one user interest term," as recited in claims 1, 1 1, 13, and 23. In addition, Pant does not teach or 
suggest '^vc^ghting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms 
to form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative 
terms are relative to the at least one user interest term." Also, with respect to claims 1,11,13, 
and 23, Pant does not teach or suggest that **thc cumulative rating for a particular Web page 
within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms." 
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In the rejection of independent claims 1,11, 13, and 23, the Final Office Action refers to 

the following portion of Pant: 

Accoidingly, one aspect of the present invention is a computer system for 
providing user-controllable pslevance ranking of se arch results from a query on a 
collection of items of information. The computer system includes a relevance 
determination module having a first innut for receiving a set of sea rch results from a 
g^erv indicating items in the collection matching the Querv - a second input for reecivinfi 
an indication of relevance factors snecified bv a user , and a third innut for receiving 
information about the items in the set of search result s to which relevance factors maybe 
a pplied . This module has an output for providing an indication of a score indicative of 
relevance for each of the items in the set of search results. A sorting module has an input 
which receives the score associated with each item and an indication of the set of search 
results, and an output providing to the user an indication of the items in the set of search 
results in an order ranked according to the relevance score of each item. 

Other aspects of the invention include the process perfonned by the computer 
system to a pply the relevance factors to the search results to provide a score for each item 
in the search results , (emphasis added) 

Parity column 2, lines 25-45. 

This portion of Pant teaches that there are three inputs to determine the relevance of 
search results. These inputs are a first input for the query to receive a set of search results, such 
as a search query; a second input indicating the user-specified relevance factors; and a thnd input 
to recei ve information about the items in the set of search results to which relevance factors may 
be applied. Pant does not teach identifying or weighting associative terms. Claims 1,11,13, 
and 23 recite that associative terms are associated to at least one user interest term. For example, 
if a user interest term of *Troy Aikman" is received, then associative terms, such as 'TDallas 
Cowboys,** "quarterback," and "football'* maybe identified- Pant does not teach or suggest 
"identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are associated with at least one user 
interest term," as recited in claims 1, 11, 13, and 23. In addition, Pant does not teach or suggest 
"weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms to form 
a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are 
relative to the at least one user interest term," as recited in claims 1,11,13, and 23. 

Additionally, this portion of Pant teaches that the relevance factors are applied to the 
search results to provide a score for each item in the search results. Examples of relevance 
factors are the location of a search term in a document; the field (such as a footnote or title) that 
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contains a search tenn; the jfrequency of the search term; and the position of the search term 
within the document. These relevance factors are not associative terms, which are associated 
with at least one user interest term. Pant does not teach or suggest the identifying and weighting 
steps of claims 1, 11, 13, and 23. In addition, Pgt^/ docs not teach or suggest that the cumulative 
rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted 
associative terms, as recited in claims 1,11,13, and 23. 

Masters is directed to a system and method for searching for documents identified in a 
database. A first search criterion associated with a keyword match between a keyword entry and 
the identified document is estabh'shed. At least one additional search criterion based on a 
document attribute of the identified documents is also established. A criterion matching score 
for the identified documents is determined for each of the established search criteria. A scaling 
factor is associated with each of the established search criteria. An overall matching score is 
calculated for a selection of the identified documents from the criterion matching scores and 
associated scaling factors. The selection of identified documents is ordered based upon the 
calculated overall matching scores. As stated in the Final OSice Action, Mastei's does not teach 
'^veighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms to form 
a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are 
relative to the at least one user interest term," as recited in claims 1,11, 13, and 23. Further, 
Masters fails to teach or suggest "identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are 
associated with at least one user interest term'* and that *the cumulative rating for a particular 
Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms,*' as 
recited in claims 1,11,13, and 23. 

In the rejection of independent claims 1, 1 1, 13, and 23, the Final Office Action refers to 
the following portion of Masters: 

[0007] The present invention is directed to a system and method for searching for 
documents identified in a database, wherein the method comprises the steps of 
establishing a first search criterion associated with a keyword match between a keyword 
entry and the identified documents, establishing at least one additional search criterion 
based on a document attribute of the identified documents, determining a criterion 
matching score for identified documents for each of the established search criteria, 
associating a scaling factor with each of the established search criteria, calculating an 
overall matching score for a selection of the identified documents fit>m the criterion 
matching scores and scaling factors associated therewith, and ordering the selection of 
identified documents based upon the calculated overall matching scores. 
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Masters, paragraph 7. 

This portion of Masters teaches establishing a first search criterion associated with a 
keyword match between a keyword entry and the identified documents,, and establishing at least 
one additional search criterion based on a "document attribute" of the identified documents. 
Masters does not teach or suggest "identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms 
are associated with at least one user interest term " as recited in claims 1,11,13, and 23. The 
following portions of Masters describe document attributes: 

[0018] Herein, the terms meta data, meta attributes, and document attributes generally 
correspond to characteristics of a document such as a ee. number of incoming links, and 
readabilitv, but generally do not refer to an extent of keyword m atching between such 
document and a keyword search . Herein, the term "search criterion" generally 
corresponds to a basis for prioritizing a selection of documents from a group of 
documents, which basis pertains to one of the above-discussed document or meta 
attributes and/or to an extent to which a document matches a keyword search term. A 
search criterion relating to a document attribute preferably includes a document attribute 
query or document attribute search query, A scaling factor roay be coupled with such 
query to indicate a relative weighting of tJie search criterion with respect to other search 
criteria forming part of the same search. For example, a search criterion relating to 
document age could be presented in the following form: 0.5 [Age: more recent], wherein 
0.5 is the scaling factor, and the "more recent" is a query indicating a preference for more 
recent documents, (emphasis added) 

[0019] Alternative document attribute queries may be expressed, such as, for instance, 
where a readability index varies between 0 and 100, a query could be expressed as 
[readabihty {30,50}], indicating that only documents in the range of 30 to 50 will match 
the query. Additional data may be included in the query to indicate a preference for 
documents with readability indexes closer to one or another end of a stated range. Of 
course, one or more such ranges could be specified 

[0021] Search criteria for use in the present invention may include but are not limited to 
the number of word-matches identified for user-identified keywords in a document, the 
age of the document, the number of Jinks leading to the document, the nimiber of links 
within the document leading to other documents, the length of the document (as measured 
in words, sentences, pages, or paragraphs), the number of words per sentence, the number 
of words per paragraph, the language in which the document is written, and the 
readabihty of a document. Herein, the term "readability" or "intellectual grade" of a 
document generally corresponds to the educational requirement needed to comprehend 
the contents of such document, such as is measured by certain grammatical analysis 
programs including but not limited to: the Flesch readability index and the Fox index. 
Such an attribute may be helpful where a user wishes to find documents on a particular 
subject for a high school student and wishes to avoid retrieving documents requiring a 
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Master's degree for full comprehension of its contents. Preferably, the readability 
criterion, where craployed, may be employed to screen documents for a range of 
educational levels. Such readability index is preferably not limited to a one-dimensional 
measure of intellectual skill. For instance, the readability index could be established to 
screen for documents according to defined skill levels in different intellecmal areas such 
' as, for instance, mathematics, Uteracy in English, fluency in English or other language, 
and proficiency in a specialized field such as computer science. 

Masters, paragraphs 18-21. 

These portions of Masters teach that document attributes generally correspond to 
characteristics of a document. Thus, Masters does not teach or suggest identifying associative 
terms, wherein the associative terms are associated with at least one user interest term. For 
example, *Vintner" and "Bordeaux" may be associative terms for the user interest term '^vine" as 
discussed in the specification. Additionally, Masters does not teach or suggest that **the 
cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set 
of weighted associative terms," as recited in clidms 1, 11, 13, and 23. 

Law, Panty and Masters fail to teach or suggest "identifying associative terms, wherein 
the associative terms are associated with at least one user interest term" and "weighting the 
associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms to form a set of 
weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms arc relative 
to the at least one user interest term." In addition, Law, Pant, and Masters fail to teach or suggest 
that "the cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based 
on the set of weighted associative terms." Therefore, the alleged combination of Law, Pant, and 
Masters does not teach or suggest these features, as recited in independent claims 1,11,13, and 
23. 

In view of the above. Appellants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 1, 1 1, 13, and 23 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a). Additionally, Law, Pant, and Masters, taken 
individually or in combination, do not teach or suggest the features of dependent claims 2-4, 6, 
14-16, and 18 at least by virtue of their dependency on independent claims 1 and 13, respectively. 
Therefore, Appellants respectfully request withdrawal of the rqcction of claims 2-4, 6, 1 4-16, 
and 18 under 35 US.C § 103(a). 
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Claim 8, 9, 12, 20, 2J and 24 

As to iT)depcndent claims 8, 12, 20 and 24, the Office Action states: 

in regard to independent claim 8, incorporated subsUntially similar subject 
matter as cited in claim 1 above, and farther view of the following, and is similarly 
rejected along the same rational. 

^'selecting a document from a group of documents using the weighted set of 
fermj", as taught by *873 at col. 2, lines 15-25 (i.e.., generating lists of hyperlinked 
documents that are related to a given or selected hyperlinked document. . . A first set of 
hyperlinked documents that have a forward link to the selected hyperlinked document is 
provided. Additionally, a second set of hyperlinked documents that are pointed to by the 
forward links in the hyperlinked documents in the first set is provided. . . the related 
hyperlinked documents are displayed in an order based on their score. . .)• 

*873 does not explicitly teach, ""assigning weights to a set of terms, wherein the 
set of terms is associated with at least one particular term of interest and wherein each 
term within the set of terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms; 
and selecting a document from a group of documents using the weighted set ofterms"\ 
however as taught by '053 at coK 3, lines 40-55 (i,e, . , a relevance determination module 
] 1 2 receives the search results 1 10 from the database query engine 1 04 and applies pre- 
specified relevance factors 1 14 to each of the corresponding items in the search results 
1 10 to obtain scored search results 1 16. In particular, each of the items in the search 
results 1 1 0 has a set of attributes associated with it, which the module 1 1 2 may use the 
database 1 02 to access and identify if such infonnation is not made available in the search 
results 1 1 0. Each of these attributes is given a weight according to the specified 
relevance factors 1 14. These weights are combined to provide a score for each item. The 
scored search results are sorted by sorting module 1 18 to provide ranked results 120 
which are provided to a user interface 122 to be output to the user. . .); 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified *053 into '873 to provide a way, wherein assigning 
weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of terms is associated with a particular term of 
interest and wherein each term within the set of terms is associated with a weight to form 
a weighted set of terras; and selecting a document from a groi?) of dociunents using the 
weighted set of terms. One of the ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
perform such a modification to provide a word-based search engines, which could 
allowed users to enter words, phrase, and other search criteria so that the search engine 
can retrieve the hyperlinked documents that best match the user's search criteria with 
great flexibility, as taught by '873 at col. 1, lines 35-40 (i.e. . . Word-based search engines 
allow a user to enter words. . 

In regard to independent claim 12, is directed to a system for performing the 
method of claim 8 and is similarly rejected along the same rationale — 

In regard to independent claim 20-21 consecutively, are directed to a system for 
performing the method of claims 8-9 consecutively and are similarly rejected along the 
same rationale. 

In regard to independent claim 23-24, are directed to a computer program product 
for performing the method of claims 1, 8 and are similarly rejected along the same rationale. 
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Final Office Action dated April 20, 2005, pages 9-1 1 . 

Claim 8, which is representative of the other rejected independent claims 12, 20 and 24 
with regard to similarly recited subject matter, reads as follows: 

8. A method in a data processing system for processing documents, the method 

comprising; ^ . ^ j -^i, ^4. 

assigning we i ffhta to a set of terms , wherein the set of terms is associated with at 

least one partirnlar term of interest and wherein each term within the set of terms is 
associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabiliftes 
that the set of terms is relative to the at least one p articular term of interest; and ^ 

selecting a document from a group of documents using the weighted set of terms, 
(emphasis added) 

Law, Pant, and Masters, taken individually or in combination, do not teach or suggest 
"assigning weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of terms is associated with at least one 
particular term of interest and wherein each term within the set of terms is associated with a 
weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is 
relative to the at least one particular term of interest;' as recited in claims 8, 12, 20, and 24. 

The Final Office Action states that Law does not teach "assigning weights to a set of 
terms, wherein the set of terms is associated with at least one particular tcnn of interest and 
wherein each term wi thin the set of terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of 
terms based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular 
term of interest/' Additionally, Masters and Pant do not teach or suggest this feature. 

In the rejection of independent claims 8, 12, 20, and 24, the Oface Action refers to the 
following portion of Fan/: 

In the invention, a relevance determination module 1 12 receives the search results 1 10 
from the database querv engine 104 and applies nre-soecified relevance factors 114 to 
each of the corresponding items in the search results 1 10 to obtain s cored search results 
116 . In particular, each of the items in the search results 1 10 has a set of attributes 
associated with it, which the module 1 12 may use the database 102 to access and identify 
if such information is not made available in the search results 1 10. Each of these 
attributes. is riven a weight according to the specified relevance factors 114 . These 
weights arc combined to provide a score for each item. The scored search results are 
sorted by sorting module 1 18 to provide ranked results 120 which are provided to a user 
interface 1 22 to be output to the user, (emphasis added) 



Pant, column 3, lines 40-55. 
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This portion of Pant teaches that a relevance deteiroination module receives the search 
results froiD the database query engine and applies pre-specified relevance factors to each of the 
cotresponding items in the search results to obtain scored search results. Each of the attributes 
associated with an item in the search results is given a weight according to the specified 
relevance factors. Examples of these attributes are a date, location, or size of a document or 
whether a document contains a particular search term. Pant 's attribute is not a set of terms. 
Further. Pant does not teach assigning weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of terras is 
associated with at least one particular term of interest and wherein each term within the set of 
terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities 
that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular term of interest, as recited in claims 8, 
12,20, and 24. 

Law, Pant, and Masters do not teach or suggest "assigning weights to a set of terms, 
wherein the set of terms is associated with at least one particular teim of interest and wherein 
each tcrai within the set of terais is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms 
based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular term 
of interest." Therefore, the alleged combination of iaw, Pant, sad Masters does not teach or 
suggest this feature, as recited in independent claims 8, 12, 20, and 24, 

In view of the above. Appellants respectfully request vwthdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 8, 12, 20, and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Additionally, Law, Pant, and Masters, taken 
individually or in combination, do not teach or suggest the features of dependent claims 9 and 21 
at least by virtue of their dependency on independent claims 8 and 20, respectively. Therefore, 
Appellants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection of claims 9 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a). 

BJ. Claims 7 and 19 

Id addition to the above, Appellants respectfully submit that claims 7 and 19 are 
independently distinguishable from the Law, Pant, and Masters references. Claim 7 depends 
fi^om claim 1 and claim 19 depends Srom claim 13. Claims 7 and 19 additionally recite 
"identifying additional associative terms using parsing logic, wherein the additional associative 
terms arc associated with at least one subject matter term gathered from a displayed Web page 
selected by a user." Law, Pant, and Masters do not mention subject matter terras in their 
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inventiQTis. Therefore, claims 7 and 19 arc believed distinguished from the cited references. 
Appellants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection of claims 7 and 19 under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a). 



GWG/yja 
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ATM5; APPENDIX 
The text of the claims io volved in the appeal arc: 

1 . A inelhod in a data processing system for selecting a Web page, the method comprisirig: 
receiving at least one user interest terra; 

identifying associative terms, wherein the associative tenns are associated with the at 

least one user interest tenon; 

weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the associative terms to 
form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative 
terms are relative to the at least one user interest term; 

processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted associati ve temis to 
generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the plurality of Web 
pages has a cumulative rating, wherein the cumulative rating for a particular Web page within the 
plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms; and 

selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater than a 
threshold. 

2. The method of claim 1 further comprising: 
presenting the Web page. 

3. The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

selecting another Web page from the plurality of Web pages if the another Web page has 
a cumulative rating greater than the threshold. * 
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4. The method of claim 1, wherein the method is implemented in a browser program. 

5. The method of claim 1 , wherein the cumulative rating of the particular Web page is 1 00 
percent minus the probability that the particular Web page is irrelevant, and wherein the 
probability that the particular Web page is irrelevant is determined by multiplying differences 
between 100 percent and each of the set of weighted associative terms. 



6. The method of claim 1 . wherein the data structure is a database. 



7. The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

identifying additional associative terms using parsing logic, wherein the additional 
associative terms are associated with at least one subject matter term gathered from a displayed 
Web page selected by a user. 

8, A method in a data processing system for processing documents, the method comprising: 
assigning weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of terms is associated with at least one 

particular term of interest and wherein each term within the set of terms is associated with a 
weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities that the set of terms is 
relati ve to the at least one particular term of interest; and 

selecting a docximent from a group of documents using the weighted set of terms. 



(Appeal Bffcf Page 28 of 36) 
Hnmilton, fl el al. - 09/915,433 



PAffi 3W38 * RCVD AT ms 3:01:06 PM [Eastern Daylight Time]* Sffi^ 



08/09/2005 14:03 9723857766 



YEE & ASS(XIATES,PC 



PAGE 31 



The method of claim 8 further comprising: 
presenting the document. 



10. The method of claim 8. wherein the selecting step comprises: 

generating a cumulative weight for each document within the group of documents, 
wherein the cumulative weight is 1 00 percent minus the probability that a particular document is 
irrelevant, and wherein the probabiUty that aparticular document is irrelevant is determined by 
multiplying differences between 100 percent and the weights for each term within the weighted 
set of terms; 

comparing the cumulative weight for each document with a threshold; and 
selecting the document as a selected document having a weight cumulative weight greater 
than the threshold. 

11. A data processing system comprising: 
a bus system; 

a commimications unit connected to the bus system; 

a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions; and 

a processing unit connected to the bus system, wherein the processing unit executes the 
set of instructions to receive at least one user interest term; identify associative terms, wherein 
the associative terms are associated with the at least one user interest term; weigh the associative 
terms in response to an identification of the associative terms to form a set of weighted 
associative terms based on specified probabilities that the associative terms are relative to the at 
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least one user interest term; processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted 
associative terms to generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the 
plurality of Web pages has a cumulative rating, wherein the cumulative rating for a particular 
Web page within the pluraUty of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associati ve terms; 
and select the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative rating greater than a 
threshold. 

12. A data processing system comprising: 
a bus system ; 

a communications unit connected to the bus system; 

a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions; and 

a processing unit connected to the bus system, wherein the processing unit executes the 
set of instructions to assign weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of temas is associated with 
at least one parti cular tenn of interest and wherein each tenn within the set of terms is associated 
with a weight to form a weighted set of terais based on specified probabilities that the set of 
terms is relative to the at least one particular term of interest; and select a document ftom a group 
of documents using the weighted set of tenns. 

13. A data processing system for selecting a Web page, the data processing system 
comprising: 

receiving means receiving at least one user interest term; 
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identifying means identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are 
associated with the at least one user interest term; 

weighting means weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of the 
associati ve terms to form a set of weighted associative terms based on specified probabilities that 
the associative terms are relative to the at least one user interest term; 

processing means processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted 
associative terms to generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the 
plurality of Web pages has a cumulative rating, wherein the cumulative rating for a particular 
Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms; 
and 

selecting means selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cumulative 
rating greater than a threshold, 

1 4. The data processing system of claim 13 further comprising: 
presenting means for presenting the Web page, 

1 5. The data processing system of claim 13, wherein the selecting means is a first selecting 
means and flirther comprising: 

second selecting means for selecting another Web page from the plurality of Web pages if 
the another Web page has a cumulative rating greater than the threshold. 

1 6. The data processing system of claim 1 3, wherein the identifying means, weighting means, 
processing means, and selecting means are located in a browser program. 
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17. The data processing systein of claim 13, wherein the cumulative rating of the particular 
Web page is 100 percent minus the probability that the particular Web page is irrelevant, and 
wherein the probabiUty that the particular Web page is irrelevant is determined by multiplying 
differences between 1 00 percent and each of the set of weighted associative terms. 

1 8, The data processing system of claim 13, wherein the data stmcture is a database. 

19. The data processing system of claim 1 3 further comprising: 

identifying additional associative terms using parsing logic, wherein the additional 
associative terms are associated with at least one subject matter term gathered from a displayed 
Web page selected by a user. 

20, A data processing system for processing documents, the data processing system 
comprising: 

assigning m eans assigning weights to a set of terms, wherein the set of terms is associated 
with at least one particular term of interest and wherein each term within the set of terms is 
associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities that the 
set of terras is relative to the at least one particular term of interest; and 

selecting means selecting a document from a group of documents using the weighted set 
of terms* 
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2) . The data processing system of claim 20 further comprising: 
presenting means for preseDting the document. 

22. The data processing system of claim 20, wherein the selecting means comprises: 
generating means for generating a cumulative weight for each document within the group 

of documents, wherein the cumulative weight is 100 percent minus the probability that a 
particular document is irrelevantj and wherein the probability that a particular document is 
irrelevant is determined by multiplying differences between 1 00 percent and the weights for each 
term within the weighted set of terras; 

comparing means for comparing the cumulative weight for each document with a 
threshold; and 

means for selecting the document as a selected document having a weight cumulative 
wei^t greater than the threshold. 

23. A computer program product in a computer readable medium for selecting a Web page, 
the computer program product comprising; 

first instructions for receiving at least one user interest term; 

second instructions for identifying associative terms, wherein the associative terms are 
associated with the at least one user interest term; 

third instructions for weighting the associative terms in response to an identification of 
the associative terms to forai a set of weighted associative terms based on specifiied probabilities 
that the associative terms are relative to the at least one user interest term; 

fourth instructions for processing a plurality of Web pages using the set of weighted 
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associative tenns to generate a plurality of cumulative ratings in which each Web page within the 
plurality of Web pages has a cumulative rating, wherein the cumulative rating for a particular 
Web page within the plurality of Web pages is based on the set of weighted associative terms; 
and 

fifth instructions for selecting the Web page as a Web page having a selected cximulative 
rating greater than a threshold. 

24. A computer program product in a computer readable medium for processing documents, 
the conqjuter program product comprising: 

first instructions for assigning weights to a set of terras, wherein the set of terms is 
associated with at least one particular term of interest and wherein each term within the set of 
terms is associated with a weight to form a weighted set of terms based on specified probabilities 
that the set of terms is relative to the at least one particular term of interest; and 

second instructions for selecting a document from a group of documents using the 
weighted set of terms. 
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EVTOENCE APPENDIX 

There is no evidence to be presented. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no related proceedings. 
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